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35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-5, 10, 12-15, 17-20, 22 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is inoperative and therefore lacks utility. 

Claims L 12, 20 and 32: Each of the independent claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 contain the 
phrase "all the records are linked to one another in a dual closed loop structure". As best as can 
be understood, a "closed loop" is a closed circular path not connected to any other path. Thus, 
dual closed loops would be two closed circular paths which are not connected to one another. 
Since all the records have to be linked to one another and dual closed loops are not connected to 
each other, it is not possible to link all the records together in a dual closed loop structure. 
Accordingly, the claimed invention defines an inoperative system and therefore lacks utility. 

Claims 2-5, 10. 13-15. 17-19, 22 and 33: Depend from claims 1, 12, 20 or 32 
respectively. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-5, 10, 12-15, 17-20, 22 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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Claims L 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 includes the phrase "all the 
records are linked to one another in a dual closed loop structure". This feature is not recited in 
the original disclosure. The term terminology "dual closed loop" is only used twice in the 
original disclosure. Paragraphs 0004 and 0023 of the original specification both state: 

"The present invention is specialized to take advantage of the unique characteristics of 
infrastructures systems using a dual core loop structure to represent the assets 

The original specification states that it is the infrastructure, not the records, which use the 
dual core loop structure. There is no suggestion that the records are actually arranged in this 
manner. Accordingly, the claimed quotation from claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 is new matter. 

Claims L 12, 20 and 32: Each of claims 1, 12, 20 and 32 refer to "business 
interconnection rules". The terminology or concept of "business interconnection rules" or 
"interconnection rules" cannot be located in the original disclosure. Accordingly, the feature is 
new matter. 

Claims 2-5. 10, 13-15. 17-19. 22 and 33: Depend from claims 1, 12, 20 or 32 
respectively. 

Remarks 

Applicant's arguments have been considered. 

Rejection under 35 USC 101: Applicant's arguments are primarily directed to the 
features illustrated in FIG. 6 A and the associated discussion set forth in paragraph 0071 in the 
specification. Applicant argues that FIG. 6A and its accompanying discussion in paragraph 0071 
illustrate dual closed loop records linked together. In reviewing these features examiner does find 
either FIG. 6 A nor paragraph 0071 to disclose such features. FIG. 6A is only a schematic 
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diagram illustrating a life cycle, a water treatment system and a repository. No records are 
shown and no relationship between records are shown. Paragraph 0071 does provide some 
information about the extraction of data from closed systems, but does not explain how dual 
closed systems would be connected within the repository. The reference to "link" at paragraph 
0071, line 4 does not appear to be a discussion of linking one closed loop of records to another 
closed loop of records. 

Lacking any specific direction from the disclosure on this point, the question becomes 
whether the skilled artisan could understand how to build interconnections between closed loops 
of records. The person of ordinary skill in the art of data modeling would see a contradiction 
between the requirement for "closed loops" and the requirement for "connected loops". If the 
"closed" loops were in fact "interconnected", they would no longer be closed, so two 
requirements cannot be reconciled with each other. 

Given these considerations, the rejection under 35 USC 101 is maintained. 

Rejection un der 35 USC 112, first paragraph: Examiner has held that "all the records are 
linked to one another in dual closed loop structure" is new matter. Applicant argues that this 
feature is taught in paragraphs 0004, 0023 and 0071. Paragraph 0004 discusses a dual closed 
loop structure, but does not contain any mention of such structures being connected together. 
Paragraph 0023 refers to the same "dual closed loop structure" but no mention of the 
interconnection of the structures. Paragraph 0071 does provide some information about the 
extraction of data from closed systems, but does not explain how dual closed systems would be 
connected within the repository. The reference to "link" at paragraph 0071, line 4 does not 
appear to be a discussion of linking one closed loop of records to another closed loop of records. 
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Additionally, examiner has also considered paragraph 0006, which states that records are linked 
in closed loop hierarchical fashion, but makes no mention of dual closed loops linked together. 

Given these considerations, the rejection under 35 USC 112, first paragraph is 
maintained. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (571) 272-4084. y 




Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
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